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REMARKS 

I. The Advisory Action Mailed on February 18, 2004 

Claims 1-2, 4, 10-11, 13, 15-16, 19-20, 22-24, 29 and 32-33 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Cardillo, IV et al., U.S. Patent No. 
5,937,041 (" CARDILLO "). Claims 3, 5-9, 12, 14, 17-18, 21, 25-28, 30-31 and 34-35 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over CARDILLO. 

In the above-referenced advisory action, the Examiner stated that the 
rejections were not overcome by Applicant's previous response because CARDILLO 
allegedly discloses a render system (see CARDILLO, 188, Fig. 3), which is located in 
the AIB and functions to format the HTML data file to be compatible with the display 
capabilities of the ADSI screen-display. The ADSI screen-display is physically 
separate from the AIB. CARDILLO, Figure 2. 

The alleged render system in CARDILLO, which is referred to as the 
"transmitting section 188" inside the AIB, formats HTML data file into a format 
discernible by another machine (i.e., the ADSI screen-display). The ADSI screen- 
display then uses ADSI protocols to convert the data to human discernible format to 
be provided to a user. CARDILLO, col. 8, lines 61-65. See also: 

Section 186 is connected to a data file 
formatting and transmitting section 188 that 
formats the HTML data file to be compatible 
with the display capabilities of screen- 
display 111. As explained in more detail 
below, this process could involve identifying 
particular sections of the data file for 
display, and eliminating, or truncating, 
those display lines that exceed the display 
capacity of screen-display 111. Preferably, 
the reformatting process involves using ADSI 
scripting techniques to configure the entire 
data file to a data display block 
specifically designed for the ADSI screen- 
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display, and compliant with the ADS I protocol 
requirements . 



CARDILLO, col. 7, lines 15-26 (emphasis added). 

In contrast, amended claim 1 recites a render system that is both (1) physically 
separate from the handheld device and (2) renders the retrieved web page in a human 
discernible format to a user. Independent claims 13, 29, and 32 have also been 
amended to include the similar limitation (i.e., human discernible format) as in claim 

I . Based on the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that all pending claims are 
in condition for allowance. 

II. Conclusion 

Should the Examiner believe that a telephone interview would help advance 
the prosecution of this case, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned 
attorney. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Roxana H. Yang*^ 
Registration No. 46,788 



Law Office of Roxana H. Yang 

P.O. Box 3986 

Los Altos, CA 94024 

(408)749-8098 
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